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All Participants: 

(1) Jean B. Corrielus . 

(2) Elliot L. Frank . 

Date of Interview: 21 October 2009 



Status of Application: 

(3) ■ 

(4) ■ 

Time: 11/25 AM 



Type of Interview: 

^| Telephonic 

Q Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes □ No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 



Claims discussed: 
1, 6, 17, and 18 

Prior art documents discussed: 



Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

^ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 



/Jean B Corrielus/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 261 1 

(Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature - if appropriate) 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: Applicant 
comment (See attachment) with respect to claim 1 is not convincing because elements 307 and 909 merely 
determine the correlation maximum ( note the determining step/ means for determing recited in the claims) while 
elements 308/910 determines channel estimate. The comment made with respect to claim 6 is convincing. With 
respect to claim 17, the examiner is unable to find support in the drawing figures based on reference numbers 903 and 
909 and 910 and 1003 and conjunction with corresponding descriptions in the specification, for a means capable of 
doing both "correlating" and "determining", as recited in the claim. In addition, components 909 and 910 are used for 
determining correlation maximum and for determining channel estimate. . 



